
PROJECT NAME:   Miner’s Ditch Trail Adit – Abandoned mine land DATE: 7/17/2014 

LEGAL LOCATION: T28N R7E NW1/4 NE1/4 Section 35 FOREST: 

Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forest: Red 

River Ranger District  

PROJECT TIMING: Unknown; not scheduled at this time  

Project Description:   

The purpose of this proposal is to evaluate the site for the necessary analysis to conduct a closure on an open abandoned adit.  The adit is located off of a steep 

ATV trail located about one mile north of the town of Orogrande.  The ATV trail is also known as the #807 trail.  The trail leads upslope to a relatively flat saddle 

at roughly 5,000 feet elevation.  At this location a small mining ditch crosses the #807 trail and is known as the Miners Ditch Trail #805 (not signed).  The #805 

trail continues southwest for about 1,800 feet to the adit location.  The #805 trail is overgrown and not accessible by ATV.  The open adit is roughly 20-30 feet 

below the trail.  The adit does not appear to be very deep and is approximately 15-20 feet in length.  There is a small waste rock pile at the site.  Due to the remote 

location and limited access, a bat gate will be recommended rather than back-filling. Sapling and pole sized trees may need to be removed along the trail to gain 

access to the site by ATV. 

See project file for additional information.  

Biological Assessment and Biological Evaluation:  The following tables display those endangered, threatened, proposed, candidate, sensitive, and management 

indicator species that are known to (or may) occur on the Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forest.  For the project named above, this checklist serves as 

documentation for the Biological Assessment and Biological Evaluation for these species.  

 

WILDLIFE: This evaluation is based upon an on-site visit that occurred on July 17, 2014 and review of USFS information.  Potential effects on wildlife habitat 

and individual animals were assessed within a ¼ mile buffer surrounding the project area. 

 

A. Threatened, Endangered, and Proposed Species (list downloaded from USFWS on 07/29/2014) 

Species 
Suitable habitat 

in project area? Effect on habitat? 
Species present in area 

during season of project? Determination
1 Comments 

Canada lynx 

(Felis lynx) 
Yes None Yes NLAA 

USFS habitat modeling identifies Canada lynx 

foraging and denning habitat within the ¼ mile 

project buffer. The project site occurs within a 

Lynx Analysis Unit. This project area is along a 

high elevation series of ridges that form a natural 

movement corridor near Orogrande, ID. The site is 

accessed off of USFS 311 and FS Trail 807. An 

on-site inspection found the north slope areas 

within the ¼ mile buffer include pockets of mixed 

conifers including lodgepole pine, ponderosa pine, 

and Douglas-fir. This is a fairly xeric site with 

predominately Douglas-fir regeneration, ninebark 



and an oceanspray shrub component. There are 

pockets of dense fir with moderate snag levels and 

poor down woody debris. Much of the habitat 

within the ¼ mile buffer is not typical high-quality 

Canada lynx habitat.  The U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service added Canada lynx to the list of threatened 

species on March 24, 2000 (65 FR 16052).  The 

Northern Rockies Lynx Management Direction 

(NRLMD) now guides lynx management on the 

Nez Perce and Clearwater National Forests. The 

Nez Perce National Forest has no known Canada 

lynx population at this time.  If lynx are detected 

on the Nez Perce National Forest, USFS might 

consider delaying project activities until July 1 in 

identified lynx denning habitat.  

Any closure activity will not have an adverse 

impact on the surrounding landscape in and outside 

of the ¼ mile buffer.  

North American 

wolverine
2 
(Gulo 

gulo luscus) 

No None No NE 

No suitable habitat for this species within the ¼ 

mile project buffer. USFS habitat modeling 

identifies primary wolverine habitat within 1 mile 

of the project area.  There will be no impacts 

associated with installation of a bat gate or 

backfilling of adit.  
1
 NE = “No effect”; NLAA = “Not likely to adversely affect”; LAA = “Likely to adversely affect”;  BE=Beneficial effects 

 
2
This species is not listed for consultation for Section 7 of the ESA for the Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forests.  This species is also a Forest Sensitive 

Species. 

 

B. Sensitive Species 

Species 

Suitable 

habitat in 

project area? 
Effect on 

habitat? 
Species present in area 

during season of project? 
Determination

1 
Comments 

    NI MIIH LI BI  

Birds         
American peregrine falcon 

(Falco peregrinus anatum)
2 

(Nez Perce only) 

No None No X    
No suitable habitat exists within the ¼ mile 

buffer of the project site. 

Bald eagle (Haliaeetus 

leucocephalus)
 2
 

No None No X    
No suitable habitat exists within the ¼ mile 

buffer of the project site. 

Black-backed woodpecker 

(Picoides arcticus) 

 

Yes None Yes  X   

Black-backed woodpeckers are opportunistic 

foragers upon outbreaks of wood-boring 

beetles or recently burned forests. Younger 

age-class and small size class stands of timber 

are not considered suitable habitat. There are 



Species 

Suitable 

habitat in 

project area? 
Effect on 

habitat? 
Species present in area 

during season of project? 
Determination

1 
Comments 

    NI MIIH LI BI  
substantial areas of beetle-killed lodgepole 

within the ¼ mile project buffer area.  

Woodpeckers are highly tolerant of human 

activities and any noise or human generated 

disturbances around the project site is unlikely 

to displace nesting/breeding woodpeckers 

within the buffer area. If any vegetation is 

removed it would involve the removal of 

sapling/pole sized regeneration located on the 

#805 trail.  Closing this adit will not have 

long-term impacts to the black-backed 

woodpecker population. 

Black swift (Cypseloides 

niger) (Nez Perce only) 
No None No X    

No suitable habitat exists within the ¼ mile 

buffer of the project site. 

Common loon (Mergellus 

albellus) (Nez Perce only) 
No None No X    

No suitable habitat exists within the ¼ mile 

buffer of the project site. 

Flammulated owl (Otus 

flammeolus) 
No None No X    

No suitable habitat exists within the ¼ mile 

buffer of the project site. 

Harlequin duck 

(Histrionicus histrionicus) 
No None No X    

No suitable habitat exists within the ¼ mile 

buffer of the project site. 

Mountain quail (Oreortyx 

pictus) (Nez Perce only) 
No None No X    

No suitable habitat exists within the ¼ mile 

buffer of the project site. 

Pygmy nuthatch (Sitta 

pygmaea) 
No None No X    

No suitable habitat exists within the ¼ mile 

buffer of the project site. 

White-headed woodpecker 

(Picoides albolarvatus) 

(Nez Perce only) 

No None No X    
No suitable habitat exists within the ¼ mile 

buffer of the project site. 

Mammals         
Bighorn sheep (Ovis 

Canadensis) 
2
 

(Nez Perce only) 

No None No X    
No suitable habitat exists within the ¼ mile 

buffer of the project site. 

Fisher (Martes pennanti)
 3
 Yes None Yes  X   

Fisher prefer mid to low elevation mature, 

mixed species stands with large diameter 

conifers and high canopy cover. Abundant 

woody debris is important. The habitat within 

the ¼ mile buffer is largely a more xeric, 

south-facing slope. Mixed conifers dominated 

the site with Douglas-fir regeneration 

dominating the understory.  Moderate amount 

of snags present with poor amounts of down 

woody debris. This area is marginal habitat for 

fisher. Proposed project activities will produce 



Species 

Suitable 

habitat in 

project area? 
Effect on 

habitat? 
Species present in area 

during season of project? 
Determination

1 
Comments 

    NI MIIH LI BI  
noise and increased human presence for only a 

period of days. Any potential disturbance to 

fisher in the area or moving through the area 

will not cause long-term harmful affects to the 

population. There is sufficient fisher habitat 

within the ¼ mile buffer and surrounding area 

to facilitate fisher movement through or 

skirting the project area without leaving 

identified fisher habitat. 

Fringed myotis (Myotis 

thysanodes) 
No None No X    

No suitable habitat exists within the ¼ mile 

buffer of the project site. 

Gray wolf (Canis lupis)
 2

 Yes None Yes  X   

Deer and elk sign was observed within the ¼ 

mile buffer of the project site. Also, motorized 

route 807 is adjacent to the site and wolves use 

forest roads and trails routinely as movement 

corridors. Increased noise and human presence 

may cause wolves moving through the area to 

shift movements and find alternative routes for 

passage but no long-term impacts to the wolf 

population will occur. 

Long-eared myotis (Myotis 

evotis) 
No None No X    

No suitable habitat exists within the ¼ mile 

buffer of the project site. 

Long-legged myotis 

(Myotis volans) 
No None No X    

No suitable habitat exists within the ¼ mile 

buffer of the project site. 

North American wolverine Yes None Yes  X   
See Threatened and Endangered species 

above. 

Townsend’s big-eared bat 

(Corynorhinus townsendii) 
Yes Yes Yes  X   

Townsend’s big-eared bats are known to use 

caves and mine shafts for daytime roosting 

and hibernacula. An on-site inspection found 

one adit, while shallow in length, may provide 

limited roosting habitat. This site is relatively 

dry, no apparent live water sources nearby. 

Installing a bat gate may adversely impact 

individual bats over the short-term but will not 

adversely impact the population. The 

shallowness of this adit suggests it does not 

contribute significantly to the area as a 

primary roosting site for Townsend’s big-

eared bats. The area around Orogrande has 

numerous abandoned cabins that may provide 

more roosting habitat.  

Amphibians & Reptiles  



Species 

Suitable 

habitat in 

project area? 
Effect on 

habitat? 
Species present in area 

during season of project? 
Determination

1 
Comments 

    NI MIIH LI BI  
Coeur d’Alene salamander 

(Plethodon idahoensis) 
No None No X    

No suitable habitat exists within the ¼ mile 

buffer of the project site. 

Ring-necked snake 

(Diadophis punctatus) 
No None No X    

No suitable habitat exists within the ¼ mile 

buffer of the project site. 

Western (boreal) toad 

(Anaxyrus boreas) 
No None No X    

No suitable habitat exists within the ¼ mile 

buffer of the project site. 
1
 NI = “No impact”; MIIH = “May adversely impact individuals or habitat, but not likely to result in a loss of viability on the planning area, nor cause a trend to 

federal listing or a loss of species viability range wide”; LI = “Likely to result in a loss of viability on the planning area, in a trend to federal listing, or in a loss of 

species viability range wide”; BI=”Beneficial impact” 
2
These species are also Management indicator species 

3
This species is also a Management indicator species for Nez Perce 

 

C.  Management Indicator Species 

Species 
Suitable habitat 

in project area? 
Effect on 

habitat? Biological Determination 

Birds    

Belted kingfisher  

(Megaceryle alcyon)  

(Clearwater only) 
   

Northern goshawk  

(Accipiter gentilis ) 
Yes None 

Northern goshawks nest in forests with large diameter trees, open understories, and 

high canopy cover (typically mature to old-growth forests).  Foraging habitat used by 

goshawks has more variable tree-sizes but still has relatively open understories.  

Goshawks also forage along forest edges. Project activity will increase human presence 

and noise for a period of several days (at most). The motorized use within this project 

site and other recreational activities already produce ambient levels of human activity 

and noise. Most likely, nesting and foraging goshawks already are conditioned to 

ambient levels of human activity and noise. No snags are large diameter trees will be 

removed. There will be no impacts to northern goshawks.  

Pileated woodpecker  

(Dryocopus pileatus) 
Yes None 

Pileated woodpeckers nest in large diameter trees in areas with high canopy closure, 

decadence, and multi-layered structure.  They will forage in habitats with small to 

large trees by utilizing snags, stumps, trees, and logs with abundant insect populations.  

This project will not decrease nesting or foraging habitat. Pileated woodpeckers are 

fairly tolerant of human presence. This project will increase human presence and noise 

for a period of several days, this may disturb individual woodpeckers but no cause any 

negative impacts to the overall population.  

Mammals    

American marten (Martes americana) Yes No 

The project area is dominated by mature lodgepole pine with sub-alpine and Douglas-

fir regeneration.  There will be no loss of habitat as a result of this proposed project. 

Marten may be displaced by the human activity and resultant noise generated by this 



Species 
Suitable habitat 

in project area? 
Effect on 

habitat? Biological Determination 
project. However, no anticipated risks of direct mortality or long-term impacts to the 

population are expected.  

Grizzly bear (Ursus arctos) No None Grizzly bear are not known to be present within the ¼ mile buffer of the project area. 

Rocky Mountain elk (Cervus elaphus) Yes None 

Elk sign was observed along trail 807 and the old ditch leading to the adit. The ¼ mile 

buffer area around the adit closure site is dominated by a steep south exposure with fair 

amounts of forage and security cover. Increased noise and human presence at the site 

during the project will discourage elk use of the immediate project area for the short-

term (several days at most).  The proposed project will not create impacts that 

adversely affect this population. 

Shiras moose (Alces alces shirasi) Yes None 

Moose sign was not observed during the on-site evaluation; however, the adit area 

occurs within high quality moose habitat. There will be no habitat loss as a result of the 

proposed safety closure. The majority of the buffer area occurs on a south-facing slope 

with relatively xeric habitat, including ponderosa pine and ninebark. The habitat within 

the buffer area is not high quality moose habitat. Increased noise and human presence 

at the site during the project will discourage moose use of the immediate project area 

for the short-term (a period of several days at most). The presence of motorized route 

807 already compromises habitat effectiveness for moose within the ¼ mile buffer of 

the project area. Additional human activity and noise production will not create affects 

that adversely affect this population. 
White-tailed deer  

(Odocoileus virginianus) 

(Clearwater only) 

  

 

 

Suggested mitigation to be included as part of the project design: 

 

Although the adit is not likely occupied by bats due to the short tunnel length, it is recommended that a bat gate be installed instead of backfilling.  

Prepared by: 

SIGNATURE:    /Craig Jourdonnais DATE: 07/17/2014 

TITLE: Senior Wildlife Biologist 

 

Reviewed by: 

SIGNATURE:    / DATE:  

TITLE: Forest Wildlife Biologist 

 



Threatened, Endangered, and Sensitive Species (TES) note:  The Biological Assessment/Evaluation process (FSM 2672.43) is intended to identify and 

document activities necessary to ensure that proposed management actions will not jeopardize the continued existence or cause adverse modification of habitat for 

TES species. TES species are those species that are listed or proposed to be listed as Threatened or Endangered by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and species 

listed as Sensitive by the U.S. Forest Service, Region 1.  This process also ensures compliance with the Nez Perce and Clearwater Forest Plans. 

Wildlife biologists have reviewed this project, used available information on species distributions and habitat (using topographic maps, aerial photos, field 

reconnaissance, previous surveys, vegetation data, and/or habitat requirement data for each species), and then assessed the potential for effects for all federally 

listed, Region 1 sensitive, and Forest Plan management indicator species.  If the project was determined to have no effect or no impact, this determination was 

based on one or more of the following criteria: 

1) Habitat for the species is not present in the project area. 

2) Habitat for the species is present (the species occurs or may occur in the project area), but the project would not alter habitat for the species. 

Cumulative impacts:  Cumulative impacts to wildlife populations and habitats are addressed through consideration of past, proposed and reasonably foreseeable 

actions, such as road and trail construction and use, timber harvest, natural and prescribed fire, grazing, weed introductions, mining, and recreational uses.  The 

results of past projects contribute to the current existing condition, which can be used to discuss effects of proposed activities on wildlife species.  Based on 

consideration of these past, present, and reasonably foreseeable actions, the project would not have any incremental effect that would cause a cumulatively 

significant effect. 

Consistency with Laws:  The objective of managing sensitive species is to ensure population viability throughout their range on National Forest lands and to 

ensure they do not become federally listed as threatened or endangered.  All actions included in this project are consistent with this direction to the extent that 

proposed project activities or management actions would not adversely affect viability of sensitive wildlife populations.  

 

NOTE: THE USFWS LIST OF SPECIES SHOWN BELOW MUST BE INCLUDED WITH EACH BA.   





 



 



 



 



 



 



 

 

 


